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N.B. — The  programme  was  arranged  as  follows  : — 

After  the  Opening  Session  on  Monday  evening,  Tues- 
day morning  was  devoted  to  raising  questions  of  finance, 
organisation  and  policy,  on  which  decisions  were  reached 
on  Thursday.  The  intervening  sessions  on  Tuesday  after- 
noon and  Wednesday  were  occupied  by  discussions  on  the 
subjects  of  “ The  Church  and  the  Word  ” and  “ The 
Church  and  the  World,”  in  preparation  for  the  next  World 
Conference. 

For  the  sake  of  clearness  this  Record  is  divided  into 
these  sections,  instead  of  following  the  chronological 
order. 

Only  brief  summaries  are  given  of  papers  and 
speeches  : it  is  hoped  that  they  will  be  sufficient  to  make 
an  intelligible  record  of  the  proceedings. 


WORLD  CONFERENCE  ON 
FAITH  AND  ORDER 

Continuation  Committee 

September  3'6y  1934 


The  following-  were  recorded  as  present  during-  these  sessions  : 

Officers : 

Chairman:  His  Grace  the  Lord  Archbishop  of  York. 
Associated  Vice-Chairmen : Prof.D.Dr.  Adolf  Deissmann. 

Pastor  Charles  Merle  d’Aubigne, 
ID.D. 

Theological  and  General  Secretary : Rev.  Canon  L.  Hodgson, 
Hon.D.D. 

Associate  Secretary  for  America : Rev.  Floyd  W.  Tomkins. 
Acting  Treasurer  in  England : Rev.  Canon  T.  Tatlow,  D.D. 

Members : 

Rev.  G.  Ankar,  Theol.  Lie.,  Sweden. 

Rev.  Prof.  N.  Arseniew,  Russia. 

Rev.  P.  Bartlett,  Eng-land. 

His  Excellency  Baron  de  Bildt,  Sweden. 

Mr.  Manfred  Bjdrkquist,  Sweden. 

Rev.  T.  Bohlin,  D.D.,  Sweden. 

Mr.  John  Bristow,  Ireland. 

Rev.  Fr.  S.  Bulgakoff,  Russia. 

Rt.  Rev.  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Cashel,  Ireland. 

Prof.  E.  Choisy,  D.D.,  Switzerland. 

Prof.  H.  Clavier,  Th.D.,  France. 

Rt.  Rev.  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Croydon,  Eng-land. 

Rev.  Canon  J.  A.  Douglas,  Ph.D.,  Eng-land. 

Rev.  Canon  T.  W.  E.  Drury,  Ireland. 

His  Grace  the  Lord  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  Ireland. 

Rev.  Prof.  G.  S.  Duncan,  D.D.,  Scotland. 

Rev.  Dr.  Dunkerley,  Eng-land. 

Rev.  Bishop  Fisher,  U.S.A. 

Rev.  R.  Newton  Flew,  D.D.,  England. 

Dr.  A.  C.  Garrett,  U.S.A. 

Rev.  Prof.  F.  Gavin,  Th.D.,  U.S.A. 

Rt.  Rev.  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  Eng-land. 

Rev.  H.  L.  Goudge,  D.D.,  England. 

Mr.  Carl  Heath,  England. 


3 


Bischof  D.  Th.  Heckel,  Germany. 

Prof. D. Dr.  H.  Hermelink,  Germany. 

Konsistorialrat  D.  Hildt,  Poland. 

Rt.  Rev.  the  Bishop  of  British  Honduras,  British  West  Indies. 
Pastor  Andre  Jundt,  France. 

Oberkirchenrat  Dr.  F.  W.  Krummacher,  Germany. 

Bishop  Dr.  Adolf  Kury,  Switzerland. 

Prof.D.  Aug-ust  Lang-,  Germany. 

Prof.  Atkinson  Lee,  England. 

Rev.  Henry  S.  Leiper,  D.D.,  U.S.A. 

Rev.  J.  Lindskog*,  D.D.,  Sweden. 

Rev.  Prof.  W.  Manson,  D.D.,  Scotland. 

Prof.  F.  Meneg-oz,  Alsace. 

Ven.  A.  E.  Monahan,  Wales. 

Rt.  Rev.  the  Bishop  of  Nidaros,  Norway. 

Rt.  Rev.  the  Bishop  of  Novi  Sad,  Serbia. 

Rt.  Rev.  Bishop  E.  J.  Palmer,  D.D.,  England. 

Rev.  W.  Pa-ton,  England. 

Prof.D. Dr.  Karl  Prohle,  Hung-ary. 

Mr.  W.  Robinson,  England. 

Prof.D.  Hermann  Sasse,  Germany. 

Pralat  D.Dr.  Schoell,  Germany. 

Rev.  J.  S.  Ladd  Thomas,  D.D.,  U.S.A. 

Dr.  W.  Visser  ’t  Hooft,  Switzerland. 

Rev.  Jacob  Walton,  England. 

Privatdozent  Dr. Lie.  H.-D.  Wendland,  Germany. 

Rev.  F.  L.  Wiseman,  D.D.,  England. 

Mr.  C.  L.  Wiseman,  England. 

Generalsuperintendent  i.R.  D.  W.  Zoellner,  Germany. 

Substitutes : 

Rev.  Missionar  Lehmann,  Germany. 

Rev.  Dr.  Neiiendam,  Denmark. 

Visitors: 

Pastor  Alder,  Lucerne. 

Pastor  Locher,  Lucerne. 

Monsieur  Andre  Paul,  France. 

Dr.  Hans  Schonfeld,  Switzerland. 

Rev.  Canon  Thornton,  British  West  Indies. 

Student  Visitors: 

Rev.  J.  R.  Brig-htman,  England. 

Fraulein  Meta  Eyl,  Germany. 

Mr.  van  der  Flier,  Holland. 

Pastor  Enno  Heyken,  Germany. 

Pastor  J.  C.  H.  Hoffmann,  France. 

Mr.  G.  P.  H.  Locher,  Holland. 

Rev.  D.  Patrick,  England. 

Fraulein  Mary  Speiser,  Switzerland. 

Mr.  Oliver  Tomkins,  England. 
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OPENING  SESSION. 


Monday,  September  3rd,  1934. 

After  a service  conducted  by  the  Archbishop  of  York 
at  6.ofp.m.,  the  Committee  re-assembled,  at  8.30  p.m. 

The  Chairman  presented  letters  of  regret  for  absence 
from  the  following  members  : — 

Hon.  Alanson  B.  Houghton,  Treasurer ; Rev.  S.  Parkes 
Cadman,  D.D. ; Rt.  Rev.  George  H.  Cranswick,  D.D., 
Bishop  of  Gippsland ; Most  Rev.  the  Metropolitan 
D'ionysios;  Rt.  Rev.  J.  Bruce  Gardiner,  D.D. ; Prof.  D'.D'r. 
Friedrich  Heiler;  Bischof  D.  Paul  Th.  Jensen;  Rev.  T.  A. 
Moore,  D.D.  ; Rev.  Bishop  J.  L.  Nuelsen,  D.D.  ; Dr.  J.  A. 
Rust;  Prof.D.  Friedrich  Siegmund-Schultze ; Rev.  H.  C. 
Tucker,  D.D. 

The  Archbishop  of  York  delivered  an  address  as 
Chairman.  He  briefly  reviewed  the  three  years  which  had 
passed  since  the  last  meeting  of  the  Continuation  Com- 
mittee, reminded  members  present  of  the  Committee’s 
constitution,  drawing  special  attention  to  the  fact  that, 
under  a standing  resolution,  delegates  appointed  by 
Churches  to  represent  them  at  the  next  World  Conference 
became,  on  attendance,  if  so  facto  coopted  members  of  the 
Committee.  He  also  spoke  of  the  purpose  and  functions  of 
the  Movement. 

The  Committee  stood  while  the  Chairman  read  the 
following  names  of  members  who  had  died  since  the  last 
issue  of  the  printed  list  of  members  : — 

Rev.  Peter  Ainslie,  D.D. ; Rev.  Charles  Gilmore,  D.D1.; 
Hon.  Lord  Sands,  D.D.;  General  Bishop  Dusan  Fajnor, 
D.D.  ; Prof. Dr.  Michal  Lucansky ; Pfarrer  Oskar Sakrausky ; 
D!s.  J.  W.  Brass;  Konsistorialrat  G.  Haenisch;  Prof.  Rene 
Guisan;  Prof.  A.  Thiebaud;  Most  Rev.  Leon  Tourian, 
D.D. ; Rev.  John  C.  Blair. 

C o options.  In  the  name  of  the  Committee  the  Chair- 
man welcomed  Bischof  D.  Th.  Heckel,  Oberkirchenrat  Dr. 
F.  W.  Krummacher,  and  Privatdozent  Dr. Lie.  H.-D. 
Wendland,  who  were  present  to  represent  the  Reichskirche. 
They  were  unanimously  coopted  to  membership  of  the 
Committee.  Bischof  Heckel  replied  in  the  name  of  him- 
self and  his  colleagues. 
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Prof.  H.  Clavier  and  Dr.  Dunkerley  were  also  coopted 
as  members  of  the  Committee. 

The  Chairman  also  welcomed  in  the  name  of  the  Com- 
mittee those  who  were  attending  as  substitutes  for  absent 
members,  and  as  visitors  to  the  meeting. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  the  Bishop  of  Novi  Sad  informed  the 
meeting  that  he  was  representing  the  Church  of  Bulgaria 
as  well  as  the  Church  of  Serbia. 

The  programme  for  the  meeting,  submitted  by  the 
Executive  Committee,  was  received  and  adopted. 

The  Rt.  Rev.  the  Bishop  of  Novi  Sad  then  closed  the 
session  with  prayer. 

On  the  succeeding  days  opening  and  closing  prayers 
were  conducted  by  Dr.  Zoellner,  Pastor  Merle  d’Aubigne, 
Rev.  F.  L.  Wiseman,  D.D.,  Prof. D. Dr.  Deissmann,  and 
Prof.  Choisy. 
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BUSINESS  SESSIONS. 


(i)  Programme  of  Future  Work. 

Secretary' s Report. 

In  presenting  his  Report  Canon  Hodgson  referred 
briefly  to  the  publication  of  C onvictions , the  response  to 
the  reminder  sent  out  early  in  the  year  about  the  Week  of 
Prayer  before  Pentecost,  and  the  work  done  by  fourteen 
local  discussion  groups.  He  also  reported  that  up  to  the 
present  date  52  churches  had  appointed  173  delegates  to 
the  1937  World  Conference. 

He  then  referred  to  five  documents  which  he  had 
received  since  the  printing  of  the  programme  for  the 
meeting:  (1)  an  article  by  Prof.  Otto  Piper,  published  in 
The  Christian  World  (London)  for  August  23rd;  (2)  a 
letter  from  the  Society  of  Friends  in  Great  Britain ; (3)  a 
memorandum  from  the  American  Regional  Committee ; (4) 
a letter  from  Dr.  F.  H.  Knubel,  of  the  United  Lutheran 
Church  in  America ; (5)  two  letters  from  Dr.  J.  H.  Oldham. 
Copies  of  these  documents  were  circulated  among  those 
present,  and  he  recommended  that  they  should  be  con- 
sidered together  with  the  earlier  resolutions  of  the 
American  Regional  Committee  and  the  memorandum  by 
Dr.  Garvie  which  had  been  printed  in  the  programme. 

The  Secretary  said  that  when  these  documents  were 
analysed  they  showed  that  an  enlargement  of  the  pro- 
gramme for  the  1937  World  Conference,  to  include  the 
subject-matter  put  forward  by  the  American  Regional 
Committee,  was  widely  desired,  and  he  suggested  that 
this  arose  directly  out  of  Report  VII  of  the  1927  World 
Conference  and  fell  within  the  scope  of  the  Movement.  If 
this  was  simply  added  to  the  programme  provisionally 
adopted  in  1931  it  might  make  it  too  big.  As  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Stockholm  Movement  put  the  study  of 
matters  concerning  “ The  Church  and  the  World  ” in  the 
forefront  of  their  programme  of  work  during  the  next  few 
years,  he  suggested  that  the  Committee  might  cease  to 
make  this  a main  heading  in  its  own  programme  and  ask 
the  Research  Department  of  Life  and  Work  to  report  on 
any  points  they  might  discover  in  which  differences  of 
opinion  on  this  subject  proved  to  be  obstacles  to  Christian 
unity. 
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He  proposed  that  in  revising  the  programme  for  the 
1937  World  Conference  it  should  be  built  up  by  considering 
what  material  could  be  prepared  for  discussion  by  that 
time,  and  suggested  the  following  draft  scheme : 

A.  Enquiry  into  T heolo gical  Problems. 

1.  The  Church  and  the  Word. 

2.  The  Doctrine  of  Grace. 

3.  The  Ministry  and  Sacraments. 

B.  Enquiry  into  Practical  Problems. 

Sub-headings  to  be  drawn  up  by  a Committee 
formed  for  the  purpose  and  reported  to  next 
year’s  meeting. 

Should  this  suggestion  be  adopted,  the  following 
questions  would  have  to  be  asked  and  answered  by  this 
Committee  at  this  meeting  : — 

^ (1)  In  preparation  for  the  next  World  Conference 

Subjects  A 1 and  A 3 should  have  Reports  issued  on  them 
comparable  to  that  already  issued  on  A 2.  Can  the  present 
Committee  of  Theologians  undertake  this  double  task  ? 
Should  it  be  enlarged  so  as  to  be  able  to  subdivide  itself 
into  two  sections,  each  to  study  one  of  these  subjects  con- 
temporaneously ? Or  should  this  Committee  appoint  two 
parallel  Committees  of  Theologians  ? 

(2)  Should  a further  Committee,  with  some  such  title 
as  “ Committee  on  Practical  Problems  ” be  appointed  to 
produce  a Report  on  the  subjects  dealt  with  in  Report  VII 
of  the  1927  World  Conference?  Should  this  Committee 
have  its  headquarters  in  the  United  States  and  be  asked  to 
draw  up  its  own  programme  and  report  progress  at  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Continuation  Committee  ? 

(3)  Can  this  programme  for  work  in  the  immediate 
future  be  financed  ? Are  there  available  sufficient  men  able 
and  willing  to  do  the  work  of  the  necessary  Committees  ? 

(4)  If  this  programme  of  work  be  undertaken,  can  we 
be  ready  for  another  World  Conference  by  1937  ? 

A general  discussion  followed  in  which  Mr.  Carl 
Heath,  Father  Bulgakoff,  Prof.  Arseniew,  Dr.  Prohle,  Dr. 
Zoellner,  Oberkirchenrat  Dr.  Krummacher  and  Pastor 
Merle  d’Aubigne  spoke. 


Plans  of  other  O ecumenical  Organisations. 

Dr.  SchoNFELD  said  that  the  Universal  Christian 
Council  for  Life  and  Work  had  decided  to  hold  a Con- 
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ference  in  1937  on  the  Church,  the  State  and  the  Com- 
munity. He  explained  how  the  adoption  of  this  subject 
drove  them  to  consider  basic  theological  principles.  With- 
out a preliminary  study  of  (1)  the  Nature  of  Man,  (2)  the 
Relations  between  the  Orders  of  Creation  and  Redemption, 
and  (3)  the  Kingdom  of  God  and  History,  any  Conference 
they  might  call  on  Man  and  Society,  Church  and  State, 
or  any  similar  subject  would  be  superficial  and  ineffective. 

Mr.  Paton  said  that  the  International  Missionary 
Council  now  had  on  it  representatives  of  younger  churches 
which  led  inevitably  to  a deepening  interest  in  questions 
of  faith  and  order.  They  hoped  to  hold  a World  Meeting 
in  1938  in  the  Far  East  or  India.  He  thought  it  was 
possible  that  the  I.M.C.  might  be  able  to  help  the  Lausanne 
Movement  in  securing  the  attendance  of  representatives  of 
the  younger  churches  at  the  next  World  Conference.  He 
would  also  like  to  make  the  tentative  proposal  that  possibly 
the  Lausanne  Movement  (which  was  studying  the  question 
of  the  Church  and  the  Word)  might  help  the  I.M.C.  by 
sponsoring  the  production  of  a book  on  Revelation.  The 
churches  of  the  East  had  great  need  of  help  of  this  kind  in 
their  apologetic  work,  which  the  I.M.C.  found  beyond  its 
own  resources  to  meet. 

Programme  for  1937  World  Conference. 

Bishop  Palmer  presented  a -memorandum  on  this  subject 
which  was  circulated  among  those  present,  and  introduced 
by  the  Bishop.  In  the  discussion  that  followed  Dr. 
Deissmann  and  Prof.  Lang  also  made  concrete  proposals 
which  differed  in  some  ways  from  those  of  Bishop  Palmer. 
After  a considerable  discussion  the  matter  was  referred  to 
the  Executive  Committee,  with  instructions  to  report  next 
year.  (See  below  Resolution  4.) 


Standing  Orders  for  1937  World  Conference. 

The  Committee  had  before  it  the  following  Resolution 
of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  in  the  U.S.A.,  passed 
on  April  20th,  J933  : — 

That  this  .Commission,  in  .electing-  representatives  to 
attend  the  Second  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order, 
re-affirms  the  original  .condition  that  the  Conference  shall  be 
“ fc'r  the  Purpose  of  study  and  discussion,  without  power  to 
legislate  or  to  adopt  resolutions  and  requests  that  these 
■terms  be  given  due  prominence  in  the  official  documents  of1 
the  Continuation  Committee. 

This  Resolution  was  considered  in  connection  with  a 
Memorandum  contributed  by  Dr.  Garvie,  Vice-Chairman. 

9 


In  the  discussion  Archdeacon  Monahan,  Canon  Douglas, 
Mr.  Heath,  the  Bishop  of  Gloucester,  Bishop  Palmer,  Mr. 
Tomkins,  Dr.  Zoellner,  Mr.  Ankar,  Dr.  Goudge,  and  the 
Bishop  of  Cashel  spoke.  It  was  suggested  that  a distinc- 
tion should  be  drawn  between  the  statement  of  ‘ ‘findings’ * 
on  matters  of  fact  arrived  at  after  joint  study  and  the 
passing  of  “ resolutions  ” involving  a call  to  action. 
There  was  not  time  for  the  matter  to  be  adequately 
examined,  and  it  was  referred  to  the  Executive  Committee 
to  prepare  a Report  for  consideration  next  year  (see  below, 
Resolution  6). 

Resolutions  Passed. 

(1)  That  the  next  World  Conference  on  Faith  and 
Order  be  held  in  1937,  beginning  on  August  3rd  and  end- 
ing on  August  17th  or  18th. 

(2)  That  the  existing  intention  to  hold  the  1937  World 
Conference  in  Lausanne  stand,  provided  that  when  the 
time  comes  to  make  the  arrangements  financial  and  other 
conditions  be  found  satisfactory. 

(3)  That  the  Programme  as  already  announced *  (l) II. III. IV.  be 
retained  as  a basis  except  that  the  subject  “ The  Church 
and  the  World,”  being  so  closely  related  to  the  Programme 
of  the  ” Life  and  Work  ” Movement,  be  left,  as  a main 
heading,  to  that  Movement. 

That  the  Executive  Committee  be  asked  to  work  out 
a fuller  outline  of  the  Programme  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Continuation  Committee  next  year. 


(1)  General  Subject:  The  Church  in  the  Purpose  of  God. 
Sub-divisions  : 

I.  The  Church  and  the  Word. 

II.  The  Church  and  the  World. 

III.  The  Meaning-  of  Grace 

(a)  Grace  and  the  Church. 

(b)  Grace  and  the  Ministry. 

(c)  Grace  and  the  Sacraments. 

IV.  The  Church’s  Fellowship  in  Life  and  Worship 

(a)  The  Life  of  the  Church  as  expressed  in  the 

Holy  Communion. 

(b)  The  Communion  of  Saints. 

(c)  The  Church  and  the  Churches : including- 

such  questions  as  those  affecting-  Inter- 
communion, Federation,  etc. 
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(4)  That  the  Committee  thank  Bishop  Palmer,  Dr. 
Deissmann  and  Professor  Lang  for  their  suggestions 
towards  the  revision  of  the  programme  of  the  1937  World 
Conference,  and  refer  them  to  the  Continuation  Committee 
for  further  consideration  with  a view  to  the  formal 
adoption  of  a revised  programme  at  the  next  meeting  of 
the  Continuation  Committee. 

(5)  That  in  place  of  the  existing  Committee 
Theologians  three  Commissions  be  appointed  to  study  the 
subjects  of  the  Church  and  the  Word,  the  Ministry  and 
Sacraments,  and  the  Empirical  Approach  to  Unity,  and 
that  the  Executive  Committee  be  requested  to  consult  with 
the  chairmen  of  these  Commissions  in  considering  the 
revision  of  the  programme  for  the  1937  World  Conference 
(see  also  Resolution  1 1 below). 

(6)  That  the  question  of  Standing  Orders  for  the  1937 
World  Conference  be  considered  by  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee in  the  light  of  the  discussion  held  on  the  Resolution 
of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  in  the  U.S.A.  and  Dr. 
Garvie’s  memorandum,  and'  a report  presented  to  the  next 
meeting  of  the  Continuation  Committee. 

(7)  That  the  Continuation  Committee  agree  to  the 
proposal  of  Mr.  Paton,  made  on  behalf  of  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  I.M.C. , that  a volume  of  Essays  on  Revela- 
tion be  prepared,  not  as  an  official  production  but  under 
the  general  auspices  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Movement; 
and  that  the  Chairman  and  Secretary  be  asked  to  take  steps 
to  this  end  in  consultation  with  the  officers  of  the  Inter- 
national Missionary  Council  and  of  the  World  Student 
Christian  Federation. 

(8)  That  the  next  meeting  of  the  Continuation  Com- 
mittee be  held  on  August  6th  to  9th,  1935,  and  that  the 
Secretary  be  asked  to  consult  with  the  Scandinavian 
members  with  a view  to  finding  some  suitable  place  in 
Denmark. 


(ii)  Constitution  of  Committees. 

Resolutions  Passed. 

(9)  That  the  Executive  Committee  be  reconstituted  to 
consist  of  the  officials  and  Chairmen  of  Committees  and 
Commissions,  and  seven  other  members  appointed  by  the 
Continuation  Committee  with  power  to  coopt  not  more 
than  three  members  ; and  that  this  Committee  take  over 
the  functions  hitherto  performed  by  the  Executive  and 
Reference  Committees. 
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(io)  That  the  following  be  elected  members  of  the 
Executive  Committee : — 

Rt.  Rev.  Irenaus,  Bishop  of  Novi  Sad 

(Recognised  Substitutes : Prof.  Alivisatos,  the 
Archimandrite  Scriban,  Prof.  Zankow) 

Rev.  Bishop  F.  B.  Fisher,  D.D. 

Very  Rev.  Y.  T.  Rrilioth,  D.D1.,  Dean  of  Lund 

(Recognised  Substitutes  : Rt.  Rev.  J.  N.  Storen, 
D.D1.,  Bishop  of  Nidaros,  Rev.  Dr. 
Neiiendam) 

Very  Rev.  H.  N.  Bate,  Dean  of  York 

Prof.D.  Hermann  Sasse 

Mr.  George  F.  Barbour,  D.Phil. 

Dr.  Visser’t  Hooft 

Note  : At  its  meeting  held  on  September  6th  the 
Executive  Committee  coopted  to  membership  Dr.  F.  L. 
Wiseman. 

(n)  That  Dr.  Zoellner  be  appointed  chairman  and 
Prof.  Sasse  secretary  of  the  Commission  on  the  Church  and 
the  Word ; the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  chairman  and  Dr. 
Dunkerley  secretary  of  the  Commission  on  the  Ministry 
and  Sacraments ; and  Dean  Sperry  chairman  and  the  Rev. 
Floyd  W.  Tomkins  secretary  of  the  Commission  on  the 
Empirical  Approach  to  Unity. 

(12)  That  in  order  that  the  three  Commissions  may  be 
able  to  begin  their  work  as  soon  as  possible,  their  chair- 
men be  empowered  to  obtain  the  advice  of  different 
national  and  denominational  groups  and  to  appoint  their 
members,  it  being  understood  that  each  Commission 
should  consist  of  about  fifteen  members  and  that  the  names 
of  those  appointed  should  be  reported  to  the  Executive 
Committee. 

(13)  That  Dr.  Krummacher  be  Dr.  Zoellner's 
recognised  substitute  on  the  Executive  Committee. 

(14)  That  the  Armenian  Patriarch  of  Jerusalem  be 
asked  to  nominate  a successor  to  the  late  Archbishop 
Tourian  to  represent  the  Armenian  Church  on  the  Con- 
tinuation Committee. 


(iii)  Finance. 

Treasurer' s Report. 

The  Treasurer’s  Report  for  the  year  ending  April  30th, 
1934,  was  presented  by  the  Rev.  Floyd  W.  Tomkins, 
representing  the  Hon.  Alanson  B.  Houghton.  He  called 
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attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Movement  was  now  out  of 
debt.  The  Report  is  printed  separately. 

Canon  Tatlow,  the  Acting  Treasurer  in  England, 
pointed  out  that  in  the  list  of  contributions  printed  in  the 
Report  as  received  in  England,  those  from  the  Church  of 
England  and  the  Church  of  England  in  Canada  covered 
the  two  years  193^-33  and  1933-34,  and  that  the  contribu- 
tion of  the  Church  of  England  in  Australia  was  increased 
by  the  addition  of  an  accumulated  sum  which  must  be 
treated  as  non-recurrent. 


Mr.  Tomkins  and  Canon  Tatlow  then  informed  the 
Committee  that  the  following  contributions  had  been 
received  since  April  30th  in  the  New  York  and  London 


offices  respectively : — 

$ 

United  Lutheran  Church  in  America  ...  ...  ...  100.00 

Seventh  Day  Baptist  General  Conference  ...  ...  25.00 

Swedish  Committee,  800  kroner  ...  209.40 

Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S.A.  ...  ...  ...  750.00 

Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  U.S.A 1,000.00 

Evangelical  Methodist  Churches  of  France,  100  francs  6.59 

Reformed  Church  in  the  United  States  50.00 

Presbyterian  Church  in  the  U.S..  ...  ...  ...  ...  250.00 

United  Presbyterian  Church,  U.S.A ...  7 5.00 

United  Church  of  Canada,  $100  Canadian  ...  ...  101.25 

Disciples  of  Christ,  U.S.A.  ...  ...  ...  ...  50.00 

Metihodist  Episcopal  Church  ...  ...  100.00 

Reformed  Church  in  the  United  States  ...  ...  ...  50.00 

African  Methodist  Episcopal  Church,  U.S.A 20.00 


Total  to  August  20th,  1934 


Church  of  Ireland 

Church  in  Wales  ...  

Anglican  Province  of  India,  Burma  and  Ceylon 

Society  of  Friends  in  Great  Britain  

Congregational  Union  of  England  and  Wales 

Methodist  Church  of  South  Africa 

Waldensian  Church 
Private  Subscriptions 


Total 


$2,787.24 


£ s.  d. 
25  o o 
15  o o 
15  14  7 

20  o o 
10  o o 
9 17  3 

100 
6 16  11 


£103  8 9 


Dr.  F.  L.  Wiseman  and  Prof.  Choisy  said  that  the 
Methodist  Church  of  England  and  the  Federation  of  Swiss 
Evangelical  Churches  had  voted  contributions  which  had 
not  yet  been  received. 


Financing  of  1937  World  Conference. 

Canon  Tatlow  said  that  the  churches  sending 
delegates  should  be  urged  at  once  to  begin  making  pro- 
vision for  their  expenses.  He  pointed  out  that  the  central 
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funds  of  the  Movement  would  almost  certainly  be  unable 
to  make  grants  for  such  purposes  as  was  done  in  1927,  and 
that  unless  the  churches  began  now  to  make  provision  they 
might  not  be  able  to  find  the  necessary  money  when  the 
time  came.  Three  years  ago  he  had  brought  this  matter 
before  the  Central  Board  of  Finance  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  since  that  date  it  had  beer^etting  aside  ^50 
a year,  with  a view  to  accumulating  a total  of  £2^0.  Dr. 
Deissmann  moved  a Resolution  which  was  seconded  by 
Archdeacon  Monahan  and  carried  unanimously.  (See 
below,  Resolution  17). 

The  question  whether  some  churches  might  be  unable 
to  make  such  provision  was  raised  by  Canon  Douglas  and 
referred  to  the  Executive  Committee. 

Mr.  Tomkins  read  the  following  cable  addressed  to  the 
Committee  by  Mr.  Ralph  W.  Brown,  formerly  General 
Secretary  : — 

“ If  twenty  members  will  pledge  systematic  personal 
contributions  I will  pledge  ten  dollars  monthly 
for  three  years.” 

He  said  that,  from  conversations  with  Mr.  Brown,  he  knew 
that  what  was  intended  was  not  that  members  should 
pledge  themselves  to  give  personal  gifts,  but  to  be  respons- 
ible for  raising  some  definite  annual  sum.  The  Chairman 
commended  this  generous  offer  to  the  Committee,  with  the 
request  that  any  members  who  should  wish  to  act  upon  it 
should  signify  their  intention  to  Mr.  Tomkins  or  Canon 
Tatlow. 

Expenditure  Budget. 

The  following  budget  of  expenditure  for  the  year  May 
1st,  1934,  to  April  30th,  1935,  was  presented  by  Mr. 
Tomkins  on  behalf  of  the  Finance  and  Executive  Com- 
mittees : — 


£ s.  d.  £ s.  d. 


Theological  Secretary 


400  o o 


General  Secretary’s  Office,  Winchester- 
Clerical  assistance 
Postage,  Printing,  etc.  ... 
Travelling 
Sundries  ... 


200  o o 
200  o o 
100  o o 
20  o o 


520  o o 


New  York  Office — 

Associate  Secretary 
Rent 

Clerical  assistance 
Postage,  Printing,  etc.  ... 


180  o o 
120  o o 
200  o o 
40  o o 


Committee  meetings  and  travel, 
including  the  Commission  on  the 
Empirical  Approach  to  Unity 


160  o o 
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700  o o 


Committees — 

£ 

s.  d. 

Executive  Committee  meetings 

60 

0 0 

Commissions  on  the  Church  and  the 

Word  and  the  Ministry  and  Sacra- 

ments ...  

250 

0 0 

Continuation  Committee,  1934 

300 

0 0 

610  o o 

Appropriations  towards  expenses  of 

National  or  Reg-ional  Groups  ...  ioo  o o 

Printing-  (including-  grants  of  ^15  to  the 

International  Christian  Press  and 

Information  Service  and  ^10  to  The 

Churches  in  Action)  ...  ...  ...  100  o o 


Total  ...  ^2,430  o o 


Resolutions  Passed. 

(15)  That  the  Treasurer’s  Report  be  adopted. 

(16)  That  the  thanks  of  the  Committee  be  tendered  to 
the  United  States  Trust  Company  and  Miss  M.  W.  Dobson 
for  their  continued  services  during  the  past  year. 

(17)  That  the  churches  be  asked  to  undertake  the 
financing  of  their  delegates  to  the  1937  World  Conference, 
and  to  make  preparation  for  that  object  from  now  onwards, 
and  also  to  appeal  to  their  members  for  contributions  to 
the  fund  for  the  general  expenses  of  the  Conference. 

(,i8)  That  the  Expenditure  Budget  presented  by  the 
Finance  Committee  for  the  year,  May  1st,  1934,  to  April 
30th,  1935,  be  approved. 
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CONFERENCE  SESSIONS 


I.  The  Church  and  the  Word. 

The  first  paper  was  read  by  PROFESSOR  Sasse  on 
The  Conception  of  the  Word  of  God. 

Prof.  Sasse  began  by  saying  that  limitations  of  time 
had  led  him  to  omit  discussion  either  of  the  relation 
between  Word  and  Sacrament  or  of  the  relation  between 
Law  and  Gospel,  and  to  concentrate  on  his  central  theme. 
The  subject  on  which  he  had  to  speak  was  the  most  vital 
of  all  and  underlay  all  others.  It  was  the  real  cause  of 
the  breach  in  Christendom  at  the  Reformation.  The 
break-up  of  the  mediaeval  church  meant  that  henceforward 
all  churches  were  founded  on  a confessional  basis,  includ- 
ing the  Roman  Catholic.  Hence  the  fundamental  question 
is  the  truth  of  the  confession.  Had  there  been  agreement 
about  this  in  the  sixteenth  century  matters  of  orders  and 
organisation  might  have  been  settled. 

He  then  went  on  to  contrast  the  true  idea  of  Revela- 
tion with  that  expounded  in  the  writings  of  the  Illumina- 
tion. The  Christian  Faith  is  bound  up  with  the  proclama- 
tion of  a Revelation  embodied  in  what  some  have  scornfully 
called  the  “ accidental  historical  truths  ” of  the  Death  and 
Resurrection  of  Christ.  This-  unique  Revelation  came 
through  its  bearers  and  witnesses,  the  apostles  and 
prophets.  As  Christ  was  unique,  so  the  office  of  apostle 
belongs  to  a single  generation  in  history,  and  cannot  be 
repeated  in  the  Church. 

God’s  Revelation  is  God’s  Word.  It  has  three  forms  : 
the  revealed,  the  proclaimed  and  the  written.  As  Karl 
Barth  has  shown,  these  belong  inseparably  together,  but 
must  be  distinguished. 

The  Reformation  was  due  to  the  conviction  that  the 
Christian  Church  is  where  the  Word  is  rightly  taught.  The 
Evangelicals  declared  themselves  ready  to  continue 
recognising  the  canonical  constitution  of  the  Church  and 
the  authority  of  the  bishops,  if  the  bishops  were  willing 
to  tolerate  the  pure  doctrine  of  the  Gospel.  In  any  case 
they  could  not  depart  from  this  doctrine,  and  because  the 


(i)  The  Churches  to  which  the  speakers  belong-  will  be  found  on 
PP.  36  ff. 
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Church  authority  now  demanded  this  and  required  some- 
thing that  offended  God’s  Word,  they  had  to  leave  the 
bishops  and  be  obedient  to  God.  Here,  at  the  time  when 
the  churches  of  the  West  separated,  was  declared  the  basic 
Evangelical  principle,  that  the  Word  of  God  stands  above 
the  Church,  that  the  Church  is  born  out  of  the  Word  of 
God,  and  that  the  Word  of  God  has  the  last  and  highest 
authority  for  the  Church  also. 

In  the  5 th  Article  of  the  Confessio  Augustana  we  read  : 
“ Ut  hanc  fidem  (namely  the  justifying  faith  in  the  merit 
of  Christ  alone,  with  which  the  fourth  Article  dealt) 
consequamur,  institutum  est  ministerium  docendi  evangelii 
et  porrigendi  saeramenta.  Nam  per  verburn  et  sacramenta 
tamquam  per  instrumenta  donatur  Spiritus  Sanctus,  qui 
fidem  efficit,  ubi  et  quando  visum  est  Deo,  in  his  qui 
audiunt  evangelium.”  So  the  Bible  is  one  form  of  the 
Word  of  God,  inseparably  connected  with  but  distinguish- 
able from  preaching  and  Sacraments.  Sometimes  men 
have  only  the  Bible,  being  out  of  reach' of  a preacher ; some- 
times (as  in  the  mission  field)  only  a preacher  without  the 
written  Word.  But  in  the  Church  as  a whole  all  three  are 
inseparable  but  distinguishable.  The  Church,  it  must  be 
noted,  did  not  create  the  Holy  Scripture.  She  only  deter- 
mined the  Canon  just  as  once  the  Synagogue  determined 
the  Canon  of  the  Old  Testament.  But  the  Church  produced 
the  Epistle  to  the  Romans  or  John’s  Gospel  just  as  little  as 
the  Israelitish  people  or  the  postexilic  synagogue  produced 
the  prophetic  predictions. 

The  doctrine  of  the  Reformation  about  the  Word  of 
God  and  the  relation  of  the  Word  of  God  and  the  Church 
is  directed  against  two  opponents,  against  sentimentalism, 
such  as  that  of  the  enthusiastic  Baptists,  which  subordinate 
the  Scriptures  to  direct  personal  revelation,  and  against 
the  Roman  Church,  which  subordinates  the  Bible  to  the 
teaching  office  of  the  Church  by  explaining  that  this  teach- 
ing office  can  give  the  valid  interpretation  of  the  Scripture 
and  can  also  proclaim  doctrines  which  go  beyond  the 
Scripture. 


The  second  paper  was  read  by  the  RIGHT  Rev. 
Irenaus,  D.D. , Bishop  of  Novi  Sad,  on 

The  Church  as  Guardian  of  the  Word. 

According  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Orthodox  Church,  the 
Bishop  said,  the  Word  of  God  is  contained  in  the  Holy 
Scripture  and  the  Holy  Tradition,  these  being  two  different 
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but  consentient  sources  of  one  and  the  same  divine  Revela- 
tion. 

The  Church  is  the  authorised  guardian  to  which  the 
Word  was  committed,  in  order  that  it  might  be  secured 
to  all  men  for  all  time.  For  this  work  the  Church  has 
been  given  divine  authorisation  and  the  indwelling  of  the 
Holy  Spirit. 

In  a sense  all  members  of  the  Church  are  guardians  of 
the  Word,  but  they  are  not  all  guardians  in  the  same 
degree.  ” Inasmuch  as  it  is  clear,”  said  the  Oriental 
Patriarchs  in  1723,  “ that  the  Scripture  contains  depth  and 
height  of  thoughts,  so  there  are  necessary  experienced  and 
God-enlightened  men  to  study  it,  truly  to  understand  it 
and  to  penetrate  it  rightly  in  accordance  with  its  own 
whole  and  with  its  Maker,  the  Holy  Spirit.  And  although 
the  regenerated  are  acquainted  with  the  doctrine  of  the 
Faith  about  the  Trinity,  the  Incarnation  of  the  Son  of  God, 
and  about  His  Passion,  Resurrection  and  the  Judgment 
Day,  for  which  doctrine  they  have  suffered  voluntarily 
even  death,  it  is  . . . impossible  that  all  should  reach 
what  the  Holy  Spirit  reveals  only  to  the  perfect  in  wisdom 
and  holiness.  ...  If  any  and  every  one  would  at  any 
time  explain  it  according  to  his  own  understanding,  the 
Catholic  Church  would  not  remain  up  to  the  present  . . . 
such  a Church  which,  being  unanimous  in  Faith,  believes 
uniformly  and  steadfastly.  On  the  contrary,  she  would  be 
divided  into  innumerable  parties,  subject  to  heresies,  and 
at  the  same  time  she  would  cease  to  be  a holy  Church,  the 
pillar  and  ground  of  the  truth,  but  become  a congregation 
of  evil  doers.” 

So  there  are  in  the  Church  constituted  authorities,  the 
hierarchy,  and  other  members,  the  laymen.  Only  the 
hierarchy  is  authorised  to  teach  the  Word  publicly  (see 
5th  Oecumenical  Council,  Canon  64).  Note  that  what 
laymen  are  forbidden  to  do  is  to  teach  'publicly.  Under 
the  guidance  of  the  Church  authorities  and  within  the 
limits  of  the  traditional  Church  teaching  they  may  study, 
inquire,  and  teach  in  family,  school  or  society. 

The  Bishops  are  the  direct,  proper  and  authorised 
teachers  of  the  Word.  But  they  must  teach  the  true  faith, 
not  their  own  private  opinions.  For  this  work  they  have 
inherited  the  promises  given  to  the  Apostles,  being  them- 
selves the  successors  of  the  Apostles. 

Behind  all  this  there  lies  the  infallibility  of  the  Church, 
which  is  hers  because  she  is  a divine  institution,  and  is 
preserved  in  her  by  the  activity  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  This 
infallibility  does  not  authorise  the  Church  to  proclaim  new 
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revelations,  but  to  preserve  the  true  faith  from  age  to  age. 
Nor  does  it  mean  that  every  member  of  the  Church  is  in- 
fallible ; the  infallibility  belongs  to  the  whole  body  of  the 
Church.  There  are  two  forms  of  infallibility : active  and 
passive.  The  Church  is  actively  infallible  when  she 
teaches  the  Word  or  decides  and  formulates  questions  of 
the  Faith  which  have  their  foundation  in  the  Revelation. 
Passive  infallibility  is  the  accepting  of  the  Church  doctrine 
in  faith  as  absolute  truth. 

The  Fathers  and  the  teachers  of  the  Church  perform 
their  true  function  as  successors  of  the  Apostles,  as 
messengers  and  guardians  of  the  Word,  when  inspired  by 
the  Holy  Spirit,  they  act  as  a Body  representing  the  whole 
Catholic  Church  and  unanimously  witness  to  the  truth  of 
the  Revelation.  Practically  speaking  that  can  be  realised 
in  two  ways.  Either  the  heads  of  the  single  particular 
Churches,  when  they  are  asked  about  actual  questions  of 
the  Faith,  can  give  a written  answer  containing  the  witness 
of  the  Faith  of  their  Church  (as  it  is  expressed,  e.g.,  in  old 
Symbols,  fixed  Church  practices,  etc.);  or  all  Bishops  can 
gather  together  as  a Council  of  the  whole  Church,  that  is  as 
an  Oecumenical  Council,  and  decide  the  questions.  The 
Oecumenical  Councils,  as  organs  of  the  Church  for 
decisions  and  formulations  of  the  questions  of  the  revealed 
Faith,  have  their  prototype  in  the  Apostolical  Council  at 
Jerusalem.  And  as  the  Apostles  felt  there  the  agency  of  a 
divine  power  in  their  midst  (“  it  seemed  good  to  the  Holy 
Ghost,  and  to  us,”  Acts  xv,  28),  so  the  Fathers  of  the 
Oecumenical  Councils  have  always  been  conscious  of  the 
presence  of  Jesus  Christ  in  their  midst,  and  of  the  Holy 
Spirit,  guiding  them  into  all  truth. 


In  the  Discussion : 

Dr.  GOUDGE  said  that  in  the  Holy  Scripture  the 
Word  of  God  means  the  active  expression  of  God’s  mind 
and  will,  not  only  revealing  itself  to  us  but  carrying  out 
that  which  it  reveals.  The  Old  Testament  writers  may 
distinguish  the  Word  of  God  from  God  Himself,  but  never 
separate  them  : in  dealing  with  the  Word  of  God  we  are 
dealing  with  nothing  less  than  God  Himself.  Similarly 
the  Fourth  Gospel,  the  “ Gospel  of  the  Word,”  is  not 
merely  the  Gospel  of  divine  revelation  but  of  divine  action. 
God’s  revelation  is  by  God’s  action;  but  the  action  needs 
to  be  interpreted  b}^  the  prophetic  word. 

It  would  make  for  clearness  if  we  only  used  the  phrase 
Word  of  God  to  mean  what  it  means  in  the  Bible,  and  that 
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is  never  the  Bible  itself.  The  Bible  bears  witness  to  the 
Word. 

The  reality  of  our  human  freedom  is  bound  up  with 
the  distinction  between  the  activity  of  the  Word  of  God 
in  creation  and  redemption.  The  creative  Word  requires 
no  response  from  us  : He  speaks  and  it  is  done.  But  with 
the  redemptive  Word  there  must  be  the  response  of 
surrender  in  faith.  Our  freedom  is  not  something  which 
has  escaped  from  the  sovereignty  of  God,  it  is  one  of  those 
things  which  God  has  created. 

The  Church  is  God’s  instrument,  created  by  His  Word 
to  be  the  instrument  of  His  activity.  No  New  Testament 
writer  believed  that  the  Church  was  founded  by  Christ. 
It  was  re-founded  by  Him,  but  had  been  born  when 
Abraham  went  out  not  knowing  whither  he  went,  and 
re-born  when  the  Israelites  heard  the  call  of  God  through 
Moses.  The  Christian  Church  was  not  founded  by  some 
members  of  the  old  church  breaking  away;  it  was  “ the 
good  olive  tree  ” from  which  unworthy  branches  had  been 
broken  off.  It  was  the  true  inheritor  of  the  promises,  and 
“ all  the  family  portraits  belong  to  us.” 

God  never  deserts  His  Church,  nor  must  we.  Scripture 
often  calls  us  to  come  out  of  the  world,  but  never  to  come 
out  of  the  Church.  When  the  Church  is  corrupt,  its  heroes 
and  saints  stay  in  it  to  bear  witness.  The  prophets  must 
warn,  and  if  their  warning  is  unheeded,  judgment  falls, 
and  the  Church  may  have  to  be  cut  down  to  a very  small 
remnant.  It  has  been  so  in  the  past  and  may  have  to  be 
so  in  our  day. 

This  great  broad  conception  of  the  Church  is  found 
throughout  Holy  Scripture,  and  there  will  be  no  reunion 
until  we  recover  it. 

Dr.  Garrett  thought  that  Prof.  Sasse  had  over- 
sharply  contrasted  the  evangelical  Lutheran  teaching  with 
that  which  stresses  revelation  through  direct  mystical 
communion  between  the  Living  Word,  the  eternal  Saviour, 
and  the  human  soul.  The  Living  Word  created  the 
Church  for  His  chief  dwelling  place,  and  the  written  word 
is  a collection  of  records  of  messages  from  the  Living  Word 
to  men  specially  inspired. 

Doubts  of  the  validity  of  such  direct  communion  led 
some  to  place  chief  reliance  on  the  written  Word  or  the 
Church.  But  what  do  we  mean  by  the  Church  ? And 
on  whose  interpretation  of  the  written  Word  shall  we  rely  ? 
The  best  scholar  cannot  rightly  interpret  it  without  living 
experience  of  Christ.  All  three — direct  communion,  the 
written  Word,  and  the  Church — are  required  ; doubtless  the 
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importance  of  each  will  differ  in  different  cases.  Probably 
for  many  men  who  are  no  scholars  and  are  too  busy  for 
mystical  experience  the  Church  will  be  their  chief  resource. 

Is  our  discussion  of  the  contrast  between  Church 
authority  and  direct  experience  a perpetuation  of  the 
ancient  conflict  between  priest  and  prophet  ? May  not  the 
continuity  of  the  conflict  be  evidence  that  here  we  have  to 
do  with  a tension  between  two  elements  both  of  which  are 
in  God’s  will  necessary  to  the  life  of  His  Church?  May 
not  both  be  organs  of  the  living  Word  of  God  ? 

Dr.  DeiSSMANN  reminded  the  meeting  how  at 
Lausanne  in  1927  the  thought  of  the  Word  of  God  had 
drawn  together  Eastern  and  Western  Christians.  This 
was  still  true,  and  he  urged  that  further  concentration  on 
studying  together  the  Word  of  God  would  be  likely  to 
draw  men  into  closer  unity. 

FATHER  Bulgakoff  criticised  Prof.  Sasse  for  having 
spoken  as  though  his  subject  were  the  Church  or  the  W:ord, 
whereas  the  two  are  inseparable.  As  Dr.  Goudge  had 
shown,  the  Church  existed  long  before  there  ,was  any 
written  Word : it  was  the  Spirit  working  through  the 
Church  which  gave  the  Word.  In  the  prophets  the  Word 
was  spoken  in  human  language  in  the  hearts  of  men  who 
only  existed  as  members  of  the  Church,  and  the  bible  only 
becomes  the  Bible  in  the  life  of  the  Church.  The  Word  is 
the  living  Word  living  in  the  Church,  and  expressed  in  the 
holy  tradition. 

Archdeacon  Monahan  said  that  Dr.  Garrett  had 
supplemented  Dr.  Goudge  in  a very  important  point  by 
emphasising  that  the  Word  could  not  be  expounded  except 
by  believers  living  a holy  life.  Christianity  is  a trinity, 
not  only  in  its  belief  about  God,  but  in  itself — a trinity  of 
the  Church,  the  Faith,  and  the  Religion.  If  we  take  any 
one  or  two  of  these  apart  we  get  difficulties  and  disunity. 

PROFESSOR  Menegoz  said  that  the  intellectualisation 
of  Christian  conceptions  was  outgrown ; they  must  become 
dynamic,  related  to  the  conception  of  the  living  Christ. 
He  suggested  further  study  along  these  lines.  For 
example,  the  Incarnation  is  activity,  and  revelation  as 
mediated  in  the  Incarnation  is  primarily  the  revelation  of 
life,  something  dynamic  which  takes  hold  of  man.  It  is 
objective  as  the  divine  activity,  subjective  in  our  grasping 
of  it.  Again,  Faith  must  be  thought  of  as  dynamic,  as  a 
laying  hold  on  God,  and  so  as  a real  mode  of  objective 
knowledge  of  God.  Faith  is  ultimately  life,  life  created 
by  God  in  us  which  bears  us  up.  Once  more,  we  exercise 
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our  relationship  to  God  chiefly  in  prayer,  and  prayer  itself 
is  active,  dynamic  life. 

The  CHAIRMAN  reminded  the  meeting  that  the  aim  of 
the  Lausanne  Movement  is  always  to  conduct  its  discus- 
sions with  a view  to  solving  the  problems  of  disunity,  and 
that  the  Church  is  therefore  the  primary  subject  of  the 
present  enquiry. 

Like  Dr.  Goudge  he  thought  of  the  Church  as  having 
existed  from  before  the  beginning  of  clear  history. 
Stretching  back  into  the  times  before  history  began  there 
is  a community  conscious  of  a divine  call  and  commission, 
and  the  Bible  is  the  history  of  God’s  dealing  with  it.  We 
see  that  community  growing  from  infancy;  the  Word  is 
not  something  wholly  external  to  Israel;  Israel  itself  is  a 
part  of  the  Word.  In  Christ  it  was  reduced  to  One : on 
Good  Friday  the  one  and  only  representative  of  the  true 
Israel  was  Christ  Himself,  in  whom  and  from  whom  all  had 
to  be  reconstituted.  He  left  no  writing;  He  left  a com- 
munity, a fellowship  of  living  men  and  women  bound 
together  by  their  allegiance  to  Him  and  by  the  indwelling 
of  His  Spirit.  In  the  new  Testament  its  members  were 
recording  what  had  come  to  them  in  the  Church.  The 
Word  and  the  Fellowship  are  not  separable,  they  are  dis- 
tinguishable elements  in  one  life. 

If  members  of  the  Fellowship  forget  the  divine  self- 
utterance in  Christ  they  cease  to  be  the  Church.  So  the 
Word  of  God,  His  self-expressive  act,  is  not  only  from  the 
beginning  but  at  all  times  the  constitutive  principle  of  the 
Church.  Then  the  Church,  the  Body  of  Christ,  is  called 
itself  to  be  the  organ  of  the  Holy  Spirit  through  preaching, 
the  ministry  of  the  Sacraments,  and  the  holy  life.  Thus 
the  Church  becomes  an  utterance  of  God,  itself  part  of  the 
Word. 

This  was  the  kind  of  picture  which  he  had  in  his 
mind,  and  he  felt  that  it  drew  together  much  that  had 
been  said  in  the  discussion.  He  could  not  believe  that  at 
this  point  there  were  differences  between  Christians 
sufficient  to  keep  them  apart.  These  might  arise  when  we 
came  on  to  such  questions  as  those  concerning  how  the 
continuity  of  the  body  is  preserved;  but  as  he  had 
listened  to  the  discussion  he  could  not  feel  that  in  this 
fundamental  matter  there  were  such  obstacles  to  unity. 
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II.  The  Church  and  the  World. 


The  first  paper  was  read  by  PROFESSOR  CLAVIER  on 
The  Contrast  between  the  Church  and  the  World. 

It  could  not  be  claimed,  said  Professor  Clavier,  that 
there  was  any  precise  formulation  of  doctrine  on  this 
subject  which  could  be  presented  as  the  agreed  view  of  all 
the  Reformed  Churches.  He  would  therefore  go  to  the 
fountain-head  of  their  tradition,  Calvin  himself. 

He  spoke  first  of  the  world,  and  of  its  paradoxical 
character  as  a moving  reality,  whose  balance  is  continually 
being  upset.  This  is  due  to  its  being  a fallen  world ; but 
the  question  arises,  to  what  extent  is  it  corrupted  : its  very 
existence  proves  that  God  remains  in  it  in  spite  of  sin,  and 
He  thus  maintains  it  because  He  has  for  it  redemptive  plans 
and  a redemptive  purpose.  In  Paul,  as  in  the  whole  New 
Testament,  there  are  three  alternating  lines  of  thought  on 
the  destiny  of  the  world  : limited  salvation,  conditional 
salvation  of  undetermined  extension,  and  universal  salva- 
tion. The  dominating  note  is  a kind  of  conditionalism  of 
universalist  hope,  and  this  may  also  be  found  in  Calvin, 
as  may  be  seen  from  his  letter  to  Renee  of  Ferrara  about 
Frangois  de  Guise.  Only  the  day  of  judgment  will  reveal 
whom  God  has  saved,  and  we  must  love  and  hope  while  we 
await  that  revelation.  By  the  strangest  of  paradoxes,  the 
predestination  of  Calvin  proves  itself  to  have  a clearly 
universalist  tendency. 

To  the  complex,  moving,  paradoxical  reality  of  the 
world  replies  the  still  more  paradoxical  reality  of  the 
Church,  the  assembly  of  the  faithful  in  Christ,  His  corpus 
mysticum.  It  comes  from  above,  having  its  origin  in 
God’s  purpose,  and  is  built  on  the  witness  of  the  man  of 
faith,  or,  more  exactly,  on  his  own  self  transformed, 
renewed  and  strengthened  by  Christ.  As  an  essential  part 
of  redemption  its  occasion  is  the  sin  of  man,  but  is  the 
Body  of  Christ  essentially  an  accident  as  compared  with 
creation?  However  that  question  may  be  answered,  the 
Church  is  undoubtedly  a grace  given  by  God  to  the  world 
to  save  it  in  Christ.  It  goes  from  heaven  to  earth  and 
from  earth  to  heaven  like  a double  current  of  incarnation 
and  spiritualisation. 

As  the  corpus  mysticum  of  Christ  the  Church  is  both 
invisible  and  visible.  Earthly,  it  shares  in  the  miseries 
and  imperfections  of  all  earthly  things,  is  res  carnalis ; 
nevertheless  it  is  holy  and  one,  una  sancta.  Human,  it  is 
created  and  directed  by  men;  nevertheless  it  is  the  Church 
that  creates  those  men,  mater  fidelium.  In  the  Church, 
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this  mystery,  there  are  notae , symbola : the  preaching  of 
the  Word,  the  administration  of  the  Sacraments,  the 
discipline.  In  Roman  Catholicism  the  Church  is  conceived 
statically  as  the  realisation  of  the  Kingdom  of  God  on 
earth,  supernatural ; but  in  Calvin  it  is  moving,  trans- 
natural.  This  paradoxical  Church  overlaps  uncomfort- 
ably on  two  levels,  one  Church  on  the  two  levels  of  the 
invisible  and  the  visible.  It  is  thus  God’s  pedagogic  and 
social  institution  for  the  education  and  reunion  of  the 
elect  in  Christ. 

Thus  the  paradoxical  Church  is  in  a paradoxical  posi- 
tion when  face  to  face  with  a paradoxical  world.  It  repels 
and  it  attracts,  it  is  opposed  to  it  in  some  things  and 
associated  with  it  in  others.  This  contrast  of  Church  and 
world  is  not  a static  but  a dynamic  contrast,  informed  by 
the  dynamic  power  of  grace,  which  is  not  necessitation 
from  below  but  energy  from  above.  The  Church  should 
impart  to  the  world  its  rhythm  and  intensity,  its  quality 
of  force  and  of  spiritual  energy.  The  paradoxical  world  is 
essentially  unstable  and  in  motion ; but  these  movements 
have  but  low  spiritual  value,  and  are  like  little  waves  that 
creep  along  the  surface.  The  Church,  in  its  greater 
paradox,  is  still  more  in  motion,  but  it  touches  the  per- 
manent ; it  rises  in  powerful  waves  that  go  from  earth  to 
heaven.  It  is  from  this  movement  that  law  must  be 
derived. 

Just  as  the  Church  communicates  to  the  world  the 
Word,  of  which  it  is  the  mouthpiece,  so  it  also  brings  to  the 
world  a ruling  and  a judgment,  by  whose  standard  the 
Church  forces  the  world  to  measure  and  judge  itself.  But 
this  judgment  is  not  a verdict  pronounced  by  the  Church, 
a verdict  of  condemnation.  The  Church  does  not  forget 
that  its  Leader  came,  not  to  condemn  the  world,  but  to 
save  it.  It  does  not  forget  that  it  is  often  a “ poor  little 
Church,”  as  Calvin  used  to  say,  and  even  an  unfaithful 
Church.  Critical  in  the  deepest  sense  of  the  word,  the 
Church,  which  accentuates  the  critical  position  of  the  world 
by  giving  it  a conscience,  is  itself  in  a critical  situation. 
It  is  not  a society  of  saints  charged  with  the  government 
of  the  world,  for  those  of  its  members  who  are  still  in  the 
world  are  still  of  the  world,  although  of  another  world  : 
divided  in  two,  they  are  in  the  real  sense  of  the  word, 
“ amphibioi.” 

The  Church  is  called  to  serve,  to  serve  as  the  instru- 
ment of  grace  in  the  salvation  of  the  world.  The  Church 
is  a servant,  but  its  service  is  nevertheless  a royal  service, 
like  the  service  of  its  Master,  Who  also  came  not  to  be 
served  but  to  serve.  Of  divine  institution,  the  Church  has 
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in  the  world  the  responsibility,  the  charge  and  the  rights 
of  the  Kingdom.  The  Kingdom’s  faithful  are  born  of  their 
mother  the  Church  : mater  fidelium.  From  Colossians  to 
Ephesians  can  we  not  see  the  privileges  and  powers  of 
Christ  transferred  to  the  Church  ? 

Note  : This  paper  will  be  published  in  full  in  Etudes 
T heolo giques  et  Religieuses. 


The  second  paper  was  read  by  PROFESSOR  MANSON  on 
The  Duty  of  the  Church  towards  the  World. 

Professor  Manson  began  by  speaking  of  the  origin  of 
the  Church.  It  embodies  a divine  idea  or  purpose, 
defined  not  at  all  by  reference  to  the  world,  but  by  refer- 
ence to  the  world  transcending  and  world-displacing  order 
of  the  Kingdom  of  God.  As  such  the  Church  is  a 
“ mystery,”  a thing  divinely  revealed.  This  is  shown  in 
the  teaching  of  Jesus,  which  expresses  the  absolute  claim 
on  man  of  a sovereign  order  of  divine  reality.  In  Christ 
this  sovereign  order  came  for  the  first  time  into  a 
dominant,  controlling  and  transforming  relation  to  the 
lives  of  men.  Through  the  death  and  resurrection  of 
Christ  man’s  sense  of  depending  upon  and  belonging  to  a 
higher  world  acquired  finality ; all  still-surviving  remnants 
of  a national  or  this-world  conception  of  the  Messianic 
salvation  were  abolished,  and  the  basis  of  religious  faith 
irrevocably  transferred  to  a ground  in  the  Unseen. 

Thus  the  Church,  as  the  Body  of  Christ,  sharing  His 
resurrection  and  victory,  essentially  relates  to  and  repre- 
sents the  Kingdom  of  God.  Its  standards  are  not  of  the 
world  but  from  above,  and  held  in  constant  dependence 
upon  Christ.  Nevertheless  the  Church  exists  in  the  world, 
a world  which  lies  under  the  powers  of  darkness,  which  is 
judged  and  done  with  and  yet  exists  until  it  is  superseded. 

Christianity  accepts  the  world  as  the  sphere  of  manifold 
moral  duty  and  obligation.  This  acceptance  of  the  world 
is  conditioned  by  the  conception  of  an  “ elect  ” which 
alone  will  be  reached  and  saved,  for  whose  sake  the  world 
has  theological  status.  But  there  is  no  proposal  on  the 
part  of  the  Church  to  contract  in  any  way  out  of  the  social 
and  moral  life  of  the  world,  or  to  retire  into  itself.  Side 
by  side  with  the  petition  ” Thy  Kingdom  come  ” stands 
“ Thy  will  be  done,  as  in  heaven,  so  upon  earth.” 

But  does  not  this  conception  of  the  “ elect  ’’  conflict 
with  the  truth,  that  “ God  so  loved  the  world  that  He  gave 
His  only  Son,”  that  “ God  was  in  Christ  reconciling  the 
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world  unto  Himself  ” ? Is  there  not  here  the  recognition 
of  a new  status  and  a new  hope  for  the  world  in  virtue  of 
the  love  of  God  manifested  on  the  Cross  ? (Cf.  Rom.  viii, 
32.)  Undoubtedly  in  the  New  Testament  the  Atonement 
has  bearing  not  only  on  the  soul’s  return  to  God  but  upon 
the  status  of  the  world  in  so  far  as  it  means  the  deliverance 
of  the  latter  from  the  powers  of  evil  which  have  hitherto 
held  dominion  over  it.  Christianity,  so  far  as  it  shares 
this  conception  of  the  powers  of  sin  being  objectively  dis- 
armed in  Christ,  is  optimistic  as  compared  with  Judaism. 
Indeed,  when  St.  Paul  directs  his  converts  to  nourish  their 
spiritual  life  on  the  things  that  are  true,  honourable,  just, 
pure,  lovely  and  gracious  (Phil,  iv,  8),  it  is  arguable  that 
he  is  pointing  beyond  what  they  have  “ learned  and 
received  and  heard  and  seen  ” in  himself  to  data  furnished 
by  their  own  highest  moral  standards.  In  this  case  we 
may  say  that  moral  instincts  inherent  in  the  pagan  experi- 
ence have,  in  the  light  of  God’s  revelation  in  Christ,  dis- 
covered themselves  to  be  of  God. 

With  regard  to  the  destiny  of  the  world,  the  Early 
Christian  apocalyptic-eschatological  conception  cuts  clean 
across  the  modern  conception  of  an  evolutionary  progress 
working  towards  an  ideal  end  in  virtue  of  forces  inherent 
in  the  world  itself.  Nevertheless  this  conviction  that  God 
must  judge  the  world  does  not  cover  the  whole  of  the  Early 
Christian  eschatological  symbolism  with  meaning  for  our 
time.  We  hold  with  it  that  the  higher  order  of  God’s 
Kingdom  condemns  and  eventually  triumphs  over  the 
moral  order  of  the  present  world.  But  we  cannot  deduce 
from  apocalyptic  imagery  the  final  mode  of  that  triumph. 
Who  shall  say,  for  example,  that  with  the  progress  of  the 
Gospel  the  moral  potentialities,  divinely  latent  in  mankind 
as  we  have  seen,  may  not  one  day  so  rally,  so  assert  them- 
selves in  co-operation  with  the  Gospel,  as  to  secure  the 
moral  conservation  in  God’s  purpose  of  the  world-system 
in  which,  albeit  inoperative  and  ineffectual,  these  potenti- 
alities at  present  exist  ? 

The  Church’s  relation  to  the  world  thus  involves  (,i)  a 
primary  and  absolute  allegiance  to  the  higher  order  of  the 
Kingdom  of  God.  (2)  A world-relation  determined 
supremely  by  the  love  of  God  to  the  world  as  sacrificially 
manifested  on  the  Cross.  (3)  The  recognition  in  the  world, 
despite  the  sin  which  makes  “ the  incursion  of  divine 
redemptive  grace  in  Christ  ” necessary,  of  a real  though 
imperfect  foundation  of  divine  knowledge  and  spiritual 
insight. 
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In  the  Discussion  : 

Dr.  GAVIN  said  that  he  proposed  to  offer  three  defini- 
tions, three  principles  and  three  paradoxes.  His  defini- 
tions were — 

1.  The  Church  is  the  Body  of  Christ  constituted  by 
God’s  will  for  the  perfection  of  humanity. 

2.  “ The  World  ” may  mean  either  (a)  the  created 
world  as  fresh  from  God’s  hand  and  “ very  good  ” or  (b) 
the  “ wicked  ” world,  i.e.  created  life  organised  without 
reference  to  or  in  opposition  to  God. 

3.  “ Catholic  ” means  referring  to  the  whole  world, 
all  mankind,  and  the  whole  of  every  man. 

His  principles  were — 

1.  The  most  significant  thing  about  a man  is  his 
relationships.  You  cannot  deal  with  any  part  of  a man 
without  dealing  with  the  whole  of  him  and  with  all  his 
environment.  In  and  through  these  relationships  man 
achieves  selfhood. 

2.  Perfection  is  God’s  aim  for  man — •“  Be  ye  perfect 
as  your  Father  in  Heaven  is  perfect.”  This  must  be  true 
of  man’s  selfhood  in  all  his  relationships,  to  things,  people, 
oneself  and  God.  Hence  the  attitude  of  the  Church  to  the 
world  must  be  the  recognition  of  all  these  relationships. 

3.  There  has  been  one  perfect  man  and  one  only, 
Jesus  Christ.  He  is  the  one  truly  normal  man.  He 
subsumed  in  Himself  the  whole  creative  order  in  initiating 
the  redemptive  order,  and  communicates  the  redeemed  life 
to  us  in  the  Church.  This  redemptive  work  must  be  con- 
summated both  in  things  and  in  us. 

His  paradoxes  were — 

1.  The  Church  best  relates  itself  to  the  world  by 
being  other  than  the  world.  For  the  world’s  sake  it  must 
maintain  its  aloofness. 

2.  The  Church  must  reproduce  the  life  of  Christ,  the 
normal  man — dispassionate  and  compassionate;  with  no 
illusions  yet  not  disillusioned ; identified  with  and  yet 
aloof  from  men,  etc.,  etc. 

3.  The  Incarnation  is  a dynamic  fact  affecting  all 
reality,  and  must  make  itself  effective  in  relation  to  things, 
people,  and  the  soul’s  relation  to  God. 

Dr.  ProHLE  had  asked  himself  what  solutions  the 
papers  read  had  provided  to  the  problems  before  us.  Both 
had  agreed  that  the  world  is  a fallen  world,  so  corrupted 
as  to  be  incurable  except  by  the  grace  of  God,  and  that 
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the  Church  was  God’s  instrument  for  the  working  of  His 
grace.  Both  had  agreed  in  acknowledging  the  value  of 
some  kind  of  grace  of  God  in  creation,  like  theologia 
naturalis.  As  a Lutheran  he  agreed  with  this,  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  contrary  over-emphasis  found  in  some 
Barthians.  The  Church’s  relation  to  the  world  is  a direc- 
tive one ; but  we  need  to  come  to  a clear  understanding  of 
what  we  mean  by  the  Church.  He  would  summarise  his 
own  position  in  the  words  “ God  so  loved  the  world  that 
He  gave  His  only-begotten  Son  to  the  end  that  all  who 
believe  in  Him  should  have  everlasting  life.”  The  world 
is  a fallen  world,  but  God  loves  it.  The  Church  is  the 
congregation  or  communion  of  those  who  believe  in  Him 
and  are  saved  by  Him  to  eternal  life.  Its  task  is  to  spread 
the  Gospel  in  the  world. 

Mr.  Ankar  had  listened  with  great  interest.  He  felt 
that  the  Church  has  spoken  to  the  world,  but  the  world 
had  not  heard.  What  would  it  say?  “ These  matters  of 
high  principle  do  not  touch  us ; the  Church  has  been  speak- 
ing to  itself  in  the  bosom  of  the  family.”  What,  then,  has 
the  World  Conference  on  Faith  and  Order  to  say  to  the 
world  ? Is  it  only  a conference  of  theologians  and  clergy  ? 
Surely  a World  Conference  should  be  a conference  which 
the  world  can  enter  into,  understand  and  appreciate.  The 
second  Report  of  the  1927  Conference,  on  the  Church’s 
message  to  the  world,  was  of  this  kind ; the  world 
appreciated  its  unanimity  and  intelligibility,  and  it  gives 
an  excellent  starting  point  for  1937. 

Father  BulgakOFF  said  that  all  practical  teaching 
rests  on  dogmatic  premises.  In  Orthodox  dogmatics  the 
chief  idea  is  the  Incarnation,  God-manhood.  God  created 
man  after  His  own  image ; this  image  is  the  foundation  of 
man’s  existence  and  cannot  be  destroyed  by  original  sin. 
Man  was  created  to  be  the  spiritual  centre  of  the  world,  and 
the  Fall  of  man  is  the  disorder  in  the  world.  But  the  aim 
of  creation  was  to  be  good  by  grace,  was  deification, 
theiosis,  and  this  was  achieved  by  the  Incarnation  of 
Christ.  The  Church  is  the  body  of  Christ,  Flis  humanity — 
the  body  of  Christ  not  only  in  a spiritual  but  in  a natural 
sense,  by  the  action  of  the  Holy  Ghost  through  the  Incar- 
nation. 

The  image  of  God  in  man  was  made  feebler  by  original 
sin,  but  his  freedom  remains  of  the  same  nature.  This 
freedom  is  the  basis  of  human  struggle.  Human  life  is  a 
tragedy,  symbolised  in  the  Apocalypse  with  its  picture  of 
the  conflict  between  Christ  and  anti-Christ.  The  last  end 
is  settled,  but  the  devil,  though  vanquished  by  Christ,  is 
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still  active  in  the  world.  There  are  no  limits  to  the  influ- 
ence of  the  Church.  The  last  aim  of  the  life  of  mankind 
is  theiosis , of  all  nature,  transfiguration.  This  will  be  the 
work  of  God,  but  not  done  by  an  almighty  fiat , as  by  a 
deus  ex  machina.  There  must  be  the  co-operation  of  man ; 
but  when  all  has  been  done  that  can  be  done  by  man  there 
will  come  the  Second  Advent,  the  Transfiguration  of  the 
world.  We  have  to  be  ready  for  this. 

The  Bishop  of  Gloucester  questioned  whether  Dr. 
Goudge  and  Dr.  Prohle  were  right  in  saying  that  our  first 
task  is  to  make  up  our  minds  on  what  we  mean  by  the 
Church.  Why  should  we?  Our  aim  is  Christian  unity. 
In  the  Church  of  England  there  are  at  least  fifty  different 
views  of  the  Church,  which  does  not  prevent  Christian 
unity  in  it.  And  is  not  the  same  thing  true  of  the  German 
Lutheran  Church  ? It  is  not  practicable  to  ask  us  to  agree 
on  this,  nor  is  this  the  actual  way  to  unity.  The  only  way 
to  discover  what  the  Church  means  is  to  live  in  it  unitedly. 
At  present  we  all  say  “ The  Church  is  one,”  and  prove  by 
our  lives  that  it  is  not.  Until  it  is  united  we  shall  not 
think  alike  about  it.  So  that  is  not  the  way  to  approach 
the  question.  We  believe  the  Church  ought  to  be  one ; we 
must  try  to  make  it  one,  and  then  we  shall  be  able  to  arrive 
at  a common  opinion  about  it. 

So  again,  is  it  really  important  for  us  to  know  just 
how  far  the  world  is  depraved  ? Our  duty  is  to  try  to 
make  it  as  good  as  we  can. 

Our  practical  task  is  not  how  to  come  to  a common 
mind  on  a number  of  questions,  but  how  we  can  bring 
people  together. 

Dr.  VlSSER  ’t  Hooft  felt  that  one  of  the  gravest  and 
most  difficult  questions  of  the  day  had  been  left  unmen- 
tioned, that  of  the  order  of  creation,  of  ” natural 
theology.”  This  is  a question  of  life  and  death  for  the 
Church  all  over  the  world.  The  too-easy  dismissal  of  Karl 
Barth  ignored  the  fact  that  on  this  question  he  has  not 
exaggerated.  He  has  forced  us  to  face  the  question  : Du 
we  know  anything  about  God  except  through  the  revelation 
in  Christ  ? One  speaker  had  said  that  we  ought  to  take 
education  and  moral  standards  seriously.  What  Sort  of 
education,  and  whose  moral  standards  ? He  was  grateful 
to  Dr.  Gavin  for  his  saying  that  the  Church  is  best  related 
to  the  world  by  standing  aloof  from  the  world — that  is, 
when  it  takes  its  stand  on  revelation  alone.  On  that  rock 
alone  can  we  find  oecumenical  unity.  Too  often  people 
have  not  taken  our  oecumenical  movements  seriously  be- 
cause we  do  not  live  from  motives  found  only  in  the  Gospel. 
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We  can  find  our  unity  in  a theologia  revelata , and  only 
there. 

Professor  Arseniew  said  that  what  we  need  is  the 
spirit  of  Christian  realism.  This  means  that  out  of  the 
fact  of  the  Incarnation  and  Resurrection  of  Christ  there 
comes  a new  attitude  to  the  world.  The  world  is  already 
in  potentiality  saved.  The  seed  of  immortality  has 
entered  the  texture  of  life.  This  is  the  sacramental 
principle,  the  concealed  working  of  the  incarnate  and  risen 
Christ. 

Dr.  Flew,  referring  to  Dr.  Goudge’s  remark  that  Pro- 
testantism did  not  take  the  question  of  the  Church 
seriously,  said  that  in  some  quarters  this  might  at  present 
be  so.  But  in  the  Protestant  tradition,  both  Lutheran  and 
Calvinist,  there  is  a doctrine  of  the  Church  richer  and 
fuller  than  either  Lutheran  or  Calvinist  theologians  had 
revealed.  In  Calvinism  the  Invisible  Church  and  the 
Visible  Church  are  one;  Dr.  Paul  Althaus’  recent  book 
Communio  Sanctorum  showed  that  nineteenth  century 
Lutheran  theologians  had  neglected  the  riches  of  their  own 
tradition.  One  could  also  cite  the  thought  of  Bucer. 
There  is  something  in  those  traditions  which  might  unite 
us  all. 

Again,  progress  might  be  made  by  following  out  the 
distinction  between  Reich  Gottes  and  Kirche . Accord- 
ing to  the  New  Testament  we  cannot  extend  God’s  sway 
on  earth  : God  is  King , even  though  no  one  acknowledge 
Him.  The  Church  stands  underneath  the  Kingdom  of 
God,  the  Reich  Gottes.  Even  in  Augustine,  he  believed, 
the  Regnum  Dei  was  not  identified  with  the  hierarchically 
organised  Church.  On  this  all  the  writers  of  the  first  four 
centuries  were  agreed ; though  the  Alexandrians  had  a line 
of  thought  of  their  own  according  to  which  the  Kingdom 
of  God  was  something  inward  and  spiritual. 

Dr.  Goudge  had  spoken  most  valuably  of  the  con- 
tinuity of  the  Church,  and  how  it  had  its  beginning  back 
with  Abraham.  But  we  shall  remember  that  there  is  dis- 
continuity as  well  as  continuity  in  its  history.  In  Calvary 
both  continuity  and  discontinuity  were  to  be  seen,  and  he 
would  ask  his.  Catholic  and  Anglo-Catholic  friends  to 
consider  whether  if  there  could  be  discontinuity  in  the 
first  century  there  could  not  also  in  the  sixteenth.  True 
continuity  is  through  the  communicability  of  the  Word  of 
God.  The  Bread  of  Life  is  broken  from  hand  to  hand  and 
passed  on.  This  apostolical  succession  of  believers  is  the 
true  ground  of  continuity,  as  Dr.  Wiseman  had  put  it : 
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* ‘ Jesus  loves  me,  this  I know,  because  my  mother  told  me 
so.” 

Mr.  BjoRKQUIST  wished  to  speak  of  the  special  ques- 
tions raised  by  the  idea  of  V olkskirche,  when  the  people  of 
a given  area,  race  or  nation  is  thought  to  have  a special 
relation  to  the  Church  itself.  This  idea  is  very  congenial 
to  the  Northern  races.  He  would  like  to  mention  a few 
principles  underlying  the  idea  of  a National  Church,  (i) 
A National  Church  is  very  much  in  earnest  about  the 
immediacy  of  God’s  grace.  (2)  A National  Church  is  very 
much  in  earnest  about  the  universality  of  God’s,  grace;  the 
baptism  of  all  infants,  for  example,  witnesses  to  the  con- 
viction that  God’s  call  to  all  men  is  antecedent  to  their 
response.  (3)  A National  Church  bears  witness  to  the 
truth  that  God  loves  all  men,  whether  they  are  conscious 
of  it  or  not.  (4)  A National  Church  bears  witness  to  the 
truth  that  the  Christian  Faith  concerns  all  relationships  of 
life. 

In  these  days,  when  there  is  common  talk  about  the 
totalitarian  state,  we  also  need  to  think  of  the  totalitarian 
Church. 

PROFESSOR  Jundt  expressed  his  substantial  agree- 
ment with  Professors  Clavier  and  Manson.  The  founda- 
tion of  the  Church  is  faith  in  Christ,  i.e.  in  God  revealed 
in  Christ.  This  faith  is  a dynamic  reality.  In  this  lies 
the  importance  of  the  ancient  Councils,  such  as  Nicaea. 

The  Church’s  task  is  to  preach  the  Word  of  God  so  as 
to  produce  this  faith  in  men,  on  which  alone  the  Christian 
life  and  the  Church  can  be  built.  So  the  Church  is  where 
the  Word  is  preached.  He  would  like  to  ask  Dr.  Visser  ’t 
Hooft  what  good  would  be  the  preaching  if  man  had  no 
power  of  receiving  and  responding.  We  must  recognise 
the  witness  of  God  in  the  conscience  of  men. 

In  closing  the  discussion,  The  Chairman  said : 

“ Yesterday  I tried  to  say  something  at  the  end, 
giving  my  own  personal  impression,  and  it  appears  that  it 
was  found  useful  as  possibly  supplying  a focus  to  the  dis- 
cussions, and  I will  try  to  do  the  same  again  to-day.  I 
am  very  anxious  to  make  it  clear  that  nobody  is  committed 
to  what  I say  because  it  is  said  last.  It  remains  matter 
for  discussion.  It  is  simply  the  impression  left  upon  one 
mind  of  the  course  that  the  discussion  has  taken.  And  I 
think  it  is  my  business,  if  I am  to  do  that,  always  to  be 
watching  the  course  of  the  discussion  from  the  point  of 
view  of  our  primary  concern,  not  thinking  whether  I find 
myself  in  agreement  with  one  speaker  or  another,  but  how 
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far  the  agreements  and  disagreements  that  are  expressed 
bear  upon  the  question  of  the  union  of  the  Churches.  That 
is  the  only  reason  why  we  are  gathered  here  to  discuss 
them.  The  discussions  are  in  themselves  both  delightful 
and  instructive,  but  we  meet  here,  not  for  the  pleasure  of 
the  discussions,  but  to  consider,  whether,  in  the  divergent 
views,  there  is  anything  that  need  hold  us  apart : if  there 
is,  whether  we  can  find  a way  to  overcome  the  obstacle; 
pr,  if  we  can  find  none,  to  make  a provisional  record  of  our 
opinion  that,  at  the  moment,  we  can  find  none. 

Nov/  I hope  that  when  the  Continuation  Committee 
meets  again  it  may  be  possible  to  alter  our  procedure  a 
little,  and  to  try  to  take  steps,  through  the  preparation  of 
material  that  is  going  to  bear  on  the  work  that  our  theo- 
logians will  be  doing,  to  work  out  some  propositions  con- 
cerning these  matters  in  their  bearing  upon  Christian  unity, 
which  may  become  the  basis  of  discussion  at  the  Confer- 
ence in  1937,  so  that  we  may  have  provisional  findings. 
They  will  simply  be  our  own  and  have  no  status  except  as 
material  for  the  large  Conference  when  it  re-assembles  to 
discuss ; but  I think  we  must  help  that  Conference  to  come 
to  a common  mind  by  trying  to  reach  and  formulate  our 
own  common  mind  if  we  can,  not  with  regard  to  our 
philosophy  of  the  questions,  but  to  the  unity  of  the  Church. 
As  I have  listened  to  the  discussion  to-day  I have  had  the 
same  impression  as  yesterday.  May  I say  that  we  all 
welcome  exceedingly  Dr.  Visser  ’t  Hooft’s  intervention, 
but  it  is  possible  that  if  he  had  heard  us  yesterday,  he 
might  have  felt,  not  that  we  had  said  anything  satisfac- 
tory, but  that  we  had  spent  a great  deal  of  time  talking 
about  his  subject.  To-day  I get  the  impression  that  there 
is  no  contradiction  here  as  between  Churches.  The 
divergent  views  with  regard  to  the  totality  of  the  corrup- 
tion of  the  world,  or  to  the  hope  of  “ restoration  of  all 
things/’  are  found  side  by  side  in  all  Churches.  Christian 
individuals  who  differ  on  these  points  are  found  in  fullest 
communion  with  one  another  in  their  several  Churches.  It 
is  therefore  hardly  possible  to  regard  these  divergences  as 
an  occasion  for  a refusal  of  inter-communion  between 
Churches. 

What  is  universally  held  is  this : human  nature  is  in 
all  men  something  which  falls  short  of  the  glory  of  God, 
and  is  thus  involved  in  sin.  No  man  can  effect  his  own 
deliverance.  That  deliverance  is  achieved  in  Christ  and  is 
offered  to  men  through  Christ. 

The  Church  consists  of  sinful  men  and  women;  but 
what  constitutes  it  as  the  Church  is  its  dependence  both  in 
History  and  in  experience  upon  Jesus  Christ  its  Head,  and 
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the  vitalising  activity  of  the  Holy  Spirit  as  the  living 
principle  of  its  fellowship. 

Its  duty  is  first  to  maintain  unalloyed  the  complete- 
ness of  its  dependence  on  Christ ; and  secondly  to  express 
that  dependence  through  life  by  the  power  of  the  Holy 
Spirit  in  and  before  and  (when  occasion  calls)  against  the 
world.  Its  aim  is  by  the  divine  power  at  work  in  it  to  win 
the  world — not  only  men  as  individuals,  but  all  their 
activities  and  relationships — into  that  same  relation  of 
obedience  to  and  dependence  on  Christ  and  the  Holy  Spirit 
which  constitutes  its  own  being.  How  far  this  process 
may  be  carried  out  on  the  plane  of  earthly  history  it  is  not 
necessary  to  define,  in  order  to  devote  ourselves  whole- 
heartedly to  the  task  in  our  own  day.  The  witness  of 
Christians  with  regard  to  the  world  varies  from  one  genera- 
tion to  another,  according  to  the  contemporary  condition 
of  the  world.  But  the  witness  of  the  Church,  and  of  its 
members,  to  the  Lordship  of  Jesus  Christ  is  unvarying — 
“ all  authority  hath  been  given  unto  Him  in  heaven  and  on 
earth.,, 

There  is  room  for  a great  diversity  of  opinions  in  the 
realm  which  theology  shares  with  general  philosophy. 
But  the  Church  is  constituted  as  the  Church  by  the  Word 
of  God,  which  is  Jesus  Christ.  It  is  only  through  faith  in 
Him,  and  the  life  wherein  that  faith  expresses  itself,  that 
the  Church  either  needs  or  is  able  to  find  unity;  for  this 
alone  is  its  constitutive  principle.* * 


33 


CLOSING  SESSION. 


On  behalf  of  the  group  of  Student  Visitors  Dr.  Visser  5t 
Hooft  expressed  their  thanks  to  the  Committee  for  having 
invited  them  to  be  present.  He  said  that  they  were  con- 
scious of  the  difference  in  age  between  themselves  and  the 
members  of  the  Committee,  and  hoped  that  it  might  be 
possible  to  bring  into  the  Movement  some  younger  pastors, 
men  between  the  ages  of  thirty  and  forty,  who  could  act 
as  a link  between  the  older  and  younger  generations. 

They  had  all  been  interested  in  the  discussions,  but 
from  the  point  of  view  of  youth  it  had  been  somewhat 
difficult  to  see  the  relation  between  them  and  the  question 
of  Church  Unity,  and  in  their  Sectional  Meeting  some  had 
expressed  a fear  lest  the  discussion  of  pure  theology  might 
lead  to  stabilising  differences  rather  than  overcoming 
them.  They  would  like  to  see  a meeting  such  as  this 
consider  actual  achievements  or  efforts  towards  unity 
which  had  taken  place,  and  asked  whether  the  time  was 
not  approaching  when  this  Movement  might  undertake  the 
task  of  co-ordinating  all  efforts  towards  unity  being  made 
anywhere.  There  had  also  been  a suggestion  that  more 
prominence  might  be  given  to  work  in  regional  groups. 
To  some  this  meeting  had  appeared  either  too  large  or  too 
small : too  large  for  intimate  theological  discussion  and 
too  small  for  such  dramatic  effects  as  were  produced  by  a 
World  Conference.  It  was  also  suggested  that  progress  in 
the  Movement  would  be  assisted  if  it  could  find  more 
means  of  self-expression,  either  through  a travelling  secre- 
tary or  through  the  issue  of  literature  and  contributions  to 
the  Press. 

They  had  found  it  difficult  to  arrive  at  a common  mind 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  the  next  World  Conference, 
but  felt  that  if  it  were  held  it  should  relate  itself  as  closely 
as  possible  to  actual  problems  of  Church  Unity  in  their 
concrete  aspects,  for  example,  that  it  should  ask  itself  the 
question,  Why  are  we  not  making  progress  to  unity  ? They 
still  felt  somewhat  confused  about  the  relations  between 
the  different  oecumenical  movements,  and  wondered 
whether  sooner  or  later  there  might  not  be  a World  Council 
for  oecumenical  Christianity,  with  different  sections,  some- 
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what  after  the  manner  of  the  organisation  formed  to 
support  this  work  in  the  Scandinavian  countries. 

The  Student  Visitors  would  wish  him  to  say  that  they 
hoped  these  remarks  would  not  be  taken  as  a criticism  of 
the  Movement,  but  rather  as  a proof  of  their  deep  interest. 

The  Chairman  spoke  of  the  fact  that  this  was  the 
first  meeting  of  the  Continuation  Committee  which  the 
Vice-Chairman,  Dr.  Garvie,  had  been  unable  to  attend. 
He  was  unanimously  asked  to  send  Dr.  Garvie  a message 
of  affectionate  greeting  in  the  name  of  the  whole  Com- 
mittee. 

The  Secretary  was  instructed  to  convey  the  thanks 
of  the  Committee  to  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Student 
Christian  Movement  Press  for  their  generous  aid  in  the 
production  of  the  book  Convictions , and  to  the  Research 
Department  of  the  Universal  Christian  Council  for  Life  and 
Work  for  having  allowed  it  to>  have  the  services  of  a 
member  of  its  secretarial  staff,  which  had  proved  of  the 
greatest  value.  He  was  also  instructed  to  thank  the  pro- 
prietors and  management  of  the  Schlosshotel  for  the 
arrangements  which  they  had  made  to  facilitate  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Committee  and  to  provide  for  the  comfort  of 
its  members. 

The  Committee  also  expressed  its  thanks  to  the  Chair- 
man for  his  conduct  of  the  sessions,  to  Pastor  Merle 
d’Aubigne,  Prof.  Sasse,  Prof.  Gavin  and  Dr.  Schonfeld  for 
their  work  as  interpreters,  to  all  those  who  had  helped  by 
translating  the  papers  and  other  documents,  and  to  the 
Secretary  and  his  assistants  for  their  services. 

At  the  end  of  its  business  the  Committee  rose  and  sang 
the  hymn,  “ Holy,  holy,  holy,  Lord  God  Almighty,” 
and  the  Chairman  closed  the  meeting  with  prayer,  lifting 
up  the  thoughts  of  the  Committee  to  remember  that  the 
work  of  the  World  Conference  is  carried  on  in  the  vision  of 
the  majesty  of  God,  in  utter  dependence  upon  our  Lord 
in  His  Spirit. 

I am  the  vine , ye  are  the  branches:  he  that 

abideth  in  me , and  I in  him , the  same  bringeth  jorth 

much  fruit : for  without  me  ye  can  do  nothing. 
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